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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 December 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) M The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 19 June 2002 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the application filed December 28, 2001. 

2. Claims 1-30 have been examined. 



Priority 

3. The priority date considered for this application is December 28, 2001. 

Oath/Declaration 

4. The Office acknowledges receipt of a Declaration properly signed by John S. 
Lacombe, filed September 23, 2004. 

Drawings 

5. The formal drawings (1 sheet) filed June 19, 2002 are accepted by the 
Examiner. 



Specification 

6. The specification is objected to because of the following minor informalities: 

a. page 2, line 2 5 the closing parenthesis should be inserted after "or taken 
away" rather than after "from" in order to clarify the meaning of the sentence; 

b. page 3, section [0007], line 2, the pronoun "who" should be changed to 
- which - to agree with the antecedent "the kernel level software (driver)." 

Claim Objection 

7. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: the second 
"within the" in line 15 is redundant and should be deleted. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

9. Claims 6, 8, 10, 15, 19, 20 (line 1), 24, 28 and 30, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Claims 6, 8, 10, 15, 20 (line 1), 24, 28 and 30 recite the limitation 
"approximately 128 bits in length." The limitation is vague and indefinite 
because: 

i. first off, it is unclear whether the number is 128 digits in length or 
128 bits- If the number is of base 2, i.e., a binary number represented by 
a string of 0s and Is, then 2 7 is 128 bits of 0s and Is, 2 6 is 64 bits of 0s 
and Is and 2 8 is 256 bits of 0s and Is; 

ii. secondly, how should a pproximately be interpreted? A number 
of 2 6 , or one of 2 8 , or one of 127 digits, or one of 129 digits in length? 
For art rejection puiposes, the limitation is interpreted to mean - 128 
digits in length -. 

b. Claim 19 recites the limitation "a random number of sufficient length to 
be approximately globally unique." The limitation is vague and indefinite 
because it is unclear as to how long is a random number sufficient long and as 
to how globally unique is a number approximately globally unique. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entiled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

11. Claims 1-2, 5-8, 21, 23, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Applicants' admitted prior art (APA) in pp. 1-3 of Applicants' 
background of the invention. 

Claims 1 and 21 

APA discloses at least: 

identifying BIOS routines wth a unique identificatkin number (see at least p. 2, 
section [0005J; 

correlatmglhe unique ide^ 
table (see at least p. 3, section [0007]); 

determining by a BIOS calling program, a serzices number of the BIOS routine 
based on the unique ident^timnunTberfrom^edata table (see at least p. 3, section 
[0007$; and then 

calling by the BIOS caUingprvgram, the BIOS routine based on the serikenumber 
(see at least p. 2, section[0004]). 

Claims 2 and 23 

The rejection of base claims 1 and 21 are incorporated. APA further discloses 
'ijJj&emdeteminingasenias number cf the BIOS routine based on the unique idertifkatim number 
fromthedata tabte further comprises accessing the data table by the BIOS calling program based on 
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the unique identification number to (kternine a serdoes nwrher associated wth the unique 
identficatton number (see at least p. 3, section [0007]). 

Claims 5 and 27 

APA does not specif ically disclose: 
a central processing unit ( CPU); 
a main merwry array; 

afirstbridglcgpc^ and the main memory array, 

agraphia controller awpM to the first brid^ 
a r ddoodkplay couple 
aseojndfaid&k^ 

expansion bus. However, these items are deemed inherent to APA as discussed 
in sections [0004-0005] of Applicants' background of the invention. Without 
this basic setup, the method of calling the BIOS routines would be inoperative. 
APA further discloses: 

a bask input/output sy tern (BIOS) read only memory (ROM.) coupled to the second 
bridge logo deuce by wcy of a secondary expansion his (see at least section 
[0004-0005]); 

a data table stored uithin the BIOS ROM, ardvheremdct^ unique 
identfication numbers of BIOS routines to BIOS callserdoes numbers for the BIOS 
routines (see at least section [0007]). 

Claims 6, 8, 28 and 30 

The rejection of base claims 5 and 27 is incorporated. Since claims 6, 8, 28 and 
30 recite the same feature of claim 3, the same rejection is thus applied. 
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Claims 7 and 29 

The rejection of base claims 5 and 27 is incorporated. APA further discloses: 
a drherpmgram executed by the CPU, the driwrpmgram adapted to execute BIOS 

routines (see at least section [0004]); and 

wherein the dmer program aazsses the data table to deternine a BIOS adlsenke 

mrrber for a BIOS routine based on the unique iderdfication number (see at least 
sections [0004-0005J. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains . Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

13. Qaims 3-4, 9-20, 22 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over APA, as applied to base claims 1, 21 in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,578,069 to Hopmann et al. ("Hopmann"). 

Qaims 3 and 24 

The rejection of base claims 1 and 21 are incorporated. APA does not 
specifically disclose wherein identifyingBIOS routines wth a unique identifattion number further 
emprises identifyirigBIOS routines with a Globally Unique Identifier (GUID) 128 bits inlengh. 
However, Hopmann discloses a method for generating a GUID (see at least Figure 3 
and related discussion in the specification) for the purpose of ensuring a unique ID 
across an entire network It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Hopmann's method of 
generating GUIDs in combination with APA teachings for the purpose discussed 
above. 

Claims 4 and 26 

Rejections of base claims 1, 21 and intervening claims 3, 24-25 are 
incorporated. APA further discloses vhemn deterrrimng a serdaes rmrrber cf the BIOS 
routine based m the umqtM 

data table by the BIOS adlirigprvgram based on the unique rmrrber to determine a serrioes rmrrber 
associated mth the unique number (see at least p. 3, section [0007]). APA does not 
specifically disclose a GUID. However, Hopmann discloses a method for generating 
a GUID (see at least Figure 3 and related discussion in the specification) for the 
purpose of ensuring a unique ID across an entire network. It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use Hopmann's method of generating GUIDs in combination with APA teachings 
for the purpose discussed above. 

Claim 22 

The rejection of base claim 21 is incorporated. APA further discloses therein 
Qjrrdatvng the unique identifmtkn ruwbers to BIOS routine senios rnmbers in a data table further 
comprises supplyingthe data table lis ting the unique identifkation rtwrbers> and for each 
identifimtw murine senioe ruwber (see at least p. 3, section [0007]). 

Claim 25 

The rejection of base claim 21 is incorporated. Since claim 25 recites the same 
feature of claim 22, the same rejection is applied. 
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Claim 9 

APA discloses at least: 

identify a first BI^ rautirewthajm at 
least p. 2, section [0005]); 

detennmmgtheavtiM routine by smrdimg the data table 

based on the fist unique ident^kadon nwrber, presence qfthe first unique i(kntificatim 
nurrber indicating avzilability cf the first BIOS routine in the computer system (see at least 
p. 3, section [0007]. 

APA does not specifically disclose maintaining within the computer system a data table 
that lists unique identfimtion numbers for available BIOS routines. However, Hopmann 
discloses a data structure that provides a unique identifier of a resource (2:48-50) for 
the purpose of allowing the resource to be uniquely identified across a network (2:61- 
64). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use Hopmann's data structure in combination with 
APA teachings for the purpose discussed above. 

APA does not specifically disclose GUID. However, Hopmann discloses a 
method for generating a GUID (see at least Figure 3 and related discussion in the 
specification) for the purpose of ensuring a unique ID across an entire network It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Hopmann's method of generating GUIDs in combination 
with APA teachings for the purpose discussed above. 

Claim 10 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. Since claim 10 recites the same 
feature of claim 3, the same rejection is applied. 
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Claim 11 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. APA does not specifically 
disclose vhemn rmmtaimng within the oorrputer system a data table that lists globally unique 
identification rwtrrhers for azaikble BIOS routines farther emprises rmmtaimng the data table on a 
nm-wlatile deuce. However, this feature is deemed inherent to APA as discussed in 
sections [0004-0005] of Applicants' background of the invention. Without the 
nonvolatile memory, the method of calling the BIOS routines would be inoperative. 

Claim 12 

Rejections of base claim 9 and intervening claim 11 are incorporated. APA 
does not specifically disclose inherein rmmtaimng the data table on a rm-wlatile dedoe further 
comprises rmmtaimng the data table on a BIOS read only memory (ROM). However, this 
feature is deemed inherent to APA as discussed in sections [0004-0005] of Applicants' 
background of the invention. Without the BIOS ROM, the method of calling the 
BIOS routines would be inoperative. 

Claim 13 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. Since claim 13 recites the same 
feature of determining a BIOS call service number of the BIOS routine of claim 1, the 
same rejection is applied. 

Claim 14 

Rejections of base claim 9 and intervening claim 13 are incorporated. Since 
claim 14 recites the same feature of correlating the GOD number to a BIOS service 
number in a data table, the same rejection is thus applied. 
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Claim 15 

Rejections of base claim 9 and intervening claims 13-14 are incorporated Since 
claim 15 recites the same feature of claim 3, the same rejection is applied. 

Claim 16 

Rejections of base claim 9 and intervening claims 13-15 are incorporated Since 
claim 16 recites the same feature of claim 11, the same rejection is applied. 

Claim 17 

Rejections of base claim 9 and intervening claims 13-16 are incorporated. Since 
claim 17 recites the same feature of claim 12, the same rejection is applied. 

Claim 18 

APA discloses at least: 

a set of BIOS roi4tines stared on the BIOS ROM, each BIOS routine inuokedbya 
senke nmrher (see at least p. 2, section[0004]). 
v APA does not specif ically disclose: 

a oonektimtahkstomi ROM, the correlation table correlates a 

Globally Unique Identifier (GUID) toasemxrumher 'for at least one BIOS Iroutvne. 
However, Hopmann discloses a data structure that provides a unique identifier 
of a resource (2:48-50) for the purpose of allowing the resource to be uniquely 
identified across a network (2:61-64). It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
Hopmann's data structure in combination with APA teachings for the purpose 
discussed above. 
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Claim 19 

The rejection of base claim 18 is incorporated. APA does not specifically 
disclose r uherem the GUID is a number generated based inpart on a random nurrber cf sufficient 
length to be appmtmutdy gjjobally unique. However, Hopmann discloses a method for 
generating a GOD (see at least Figure 3 and related discussion in the specification) 
for the purpose of ensuring a unique ID across an entire network It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use Hopmann's method of generating GUIDs in combination with APA 
teachings for the purpose discussed above. 

Claim 20 

Rejections of base claim 18 and intervening claim 19 are incorporated. Since 
claim 20 recites the same feature of claim 3, the same rejection is applied. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hoang- Vu "Antony" Nguyen-Ba whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3701. The Examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday- 
Friday, 6:45 to 16:45. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
Examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached at (571) 272-3695. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application maybe obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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